
^ Xcel Energy 
414 Nicollet Mall 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401-1993 

EPA Region 5 Records Ctr 

p.....,.o. • • ! • • 
Mr. Scott Hansen 
Remedial Response Branch, Region 5 
U.S. EPA (SR-6J) 
77 West Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

RE: Ashland Lakefront Site: CERCLA Docket No. V-W-04-C-764: Revised Schedule and 
Proposed Table of Contents for the Remedial Investigation (RI) Report 

Dear Mr. Hansen: 

As we discussed at our meeting in Chicago on February 17, 2005, fhe schedule contained in the 
Final RI/FS Work Plan (URS, February 2005) must be updated to reflect the additional work 
activiries and other circumstances that have occurred since the work plan was approved on 
December 7, 2004. We described these developments at our meeting. 

Attached for your review and approval is a revised proposed schedule projecting when the various 
components of the RI wiU be submitted to U. S. EPA for review and approval. NSPW beUeves its 
proposal is aggressive and responsive to concerns of various stakeholders while it also reflects the 
unforeseeable events that have occurred since the development of the work plan in 2004. The 
revised schedule provides a periodic submission of deUverables aimed at providing an efficient and 
systemaric review process on the part of U. S. EPA and other interested stakeholders. 

Also included in this submission is the proposed Table of Contents for the RI report which we also 
discussed during our meeting. In contrast to the revised schedule, NSPW is not requesting approval 
of this item but rather is providing it for purposes of review and cUscussion, if necessary. 

If you have any questions, please give me a caU at 612-330-2928. 

Sincerely, 

0 ^ 
Jerry C. Winslow 
Principal Environmental Engineer 
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Enclosures (2) 

cc: Sharon Jaffess (w enclosures) 
Jamie Dunn, WDNR Project Manager, (w enclosures) 
Rae Ann Maday, Bad River Band of Lake Superior Chippewa, (w enclosures) 
Laura Armagost, Red CUff Band of Lake Superior Chippewa, (w enclosures) 
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Ŝ  
3 . 

T l 

3̂  
3" 

0 

< 

OJ 

— 

01 

S 
0) 

c_ 

— 
cn 

s 

z 
i 

01 
3 

0) 

— 
s 
^ 

~ 
c_ 

D 
=i 

ro 
0 

g 

0 

ro 
0 
0 
cn 

0 

-̂  

I 

0 
=T 
OJ 

ro 

^ 

1 
sr 

3] Q. 
< z 

s ss (p in T] 
Q. ^ , -

S- ' io fro
n
t S

u
p
e
rfu

n
d

 
S

ch
e
d
u
le

 
ru

a
ry 17, 2006

 

2! 
if 



-0 
01 

% 

• -D 

^1 
^5 
-1 
O J ^ 

cn 

o 
D 

cT 

S
plit 

P
rogress 

• 

? I 
= : 
C C 

? -8 
5- = 
a " 
S 

m n 

1 i 
u r 
QJ 

i ^ CD = 
cn ~ 

o S 
D V: 
(I> 

• ^ 

i 

J ; • 

I K 
z c 
•: - i 

u t 
TT 

r 

—-
• m 

1 D 
fi) 

' =i 

^ to 

•i 

H 
QJ 

03 

1 
3 
QJ 

^ 

3] 
O 

a 
c 

XJ 
TJ 
O 

cq 
S 

01 

^ 5' 
CD 

Oi 

IA 

< • 
CD 

s 
m 

2 

-̂  CL 
Q] 

• < 

H 
CD 

iJJ 

H 
c 
CD 

OJ 

= 

g CO 
CJl r i i C J 

CJJ ki 
1 

2| 8 K (O 
00 

t o 

s 
N) 
cn 

U![M! L! L ! L 1 " L ! L ! ^ 

5" 3) 

g O 
=- rr 

CD OJ 
< . O 
5 CD 

o ' 
D 

t o O 
- ^ O 
a Q. 
at a 

•<. *< tn tn 

O - i 
^ M 

S£I -> . 
- 1 . r o 
o o 
OJ cn 

S 
o -n 
D u . 
cn 4». 
IG fo 

S S 

" , ^ 

r T F" 

o 

IS 
tu 

R
 

se
lin

e
 E

 

P
roble

 

E
ffect, 

E
xposi eport 

co
lo

g
ica

l R
isk A

sse
ss 

m
 F

orm
ulation

 

A
nalysis 

ure A
nalysis 

1 
3 

3 i 

_ i - 1 N> 
CJ) CJ CJ K w 
oo CO . u <" o 
a a CL a £2. 
QI QJ QJ ^ Q) 

- < v ; s:; * < i < 
tn (fl v> 01 tn 

1 f S s 5 
-̂  ^ ^ ^ ^ to S w 5 io ^ CO U W [O 

o o o o o 
Ol cn cn <n cn 

H -1 
T l =r T l c - n 
2 . c rs. (D 2 . 
t o r o ::^ w go 
f o i i i f o w r o 
^ OJ o g Ol 

o 5 5 5 o 
cjj cjj O) <j> cn 

4 
^ 

1 

i n 
^ 

L _ 

y^ 

< 

W
e
tla

i 

Fi 

R
 

W
ild

lit 

Fi nd C
h
a
ra

cte
riza

tio
n

 

ield S
urvey 

eport 

fe H
a
b
ita

t S
u
rve

y 

ield
 S

urvey 

K CO ?l 
M o M 

^ Q. a - • o. 
Q. « 01 D. B 
0) *< ^ 01 •< 
< cn « •< ifl 

5* 51 , 3* 51 
c C =; c C 
(J) O) ^ OJ o> 

^ I i w : i i I A 

cn en cn cn Ol 

- 1 ^ - 1 - « 
=7 T l - n r r T l 
c a . ^ . c 3 . 
O) ^ CO OJ ^ 

O) ^ g j g j g 

cn Ol cn cn CJl 

T1 T1 
i 1 1- 1 ^^J i ^ 1 

L 1 1 1 4 

K K K f^ g CD 00 • v l 

— 
Ol t n ^ CO ivj i o CD CO 

— 
~̂  OJ 

— 
cn 

— 
^ 

— 
CO 

— 1 

N3 ^ 

L![^ L!L.!U!1*!U!IM!L!L! L! l^L!L! La!L!L! U! 

;:* 
o 

i 
^ m 

a ? 

CD 

o> 
IO 

9- "" tt Q. 
* < QJ 
tn *< 

c ^ 
o t ^ 

en cn 

, ? 
T l tD 
- • _ L 
OD - ^ 

^ ^ Ol cn 

o o 
en cn 

1 
1 1 1 

^ 

= = • 
——:r 

cn 

« 
c 

D
ata V

alidation
 

P
etrographic A

nalysis 

F
ield

 U
V

 M
easurem

ent B
right 

F
ield

 U
V

 M
easurem

ent C
loudy 

S
edim

ent B
ioassay 

B
enthic C

om
m

unity A
nalysis 

S
edim

ent Q
uality T

riad R
eport 

rfa
ce

 W
a
te

r Q
u
a
lity

 S
a
m

p
lin

g
 

Low
 E

nergy E
vent 

D OJ 
QJ •< 

i ; * . !^ ^ .ĉ  j>. 
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